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JUL 29 15%
Capt. Samuel P. Scragg
5399 E. Esche Dr.
Newburgh  Ind. 47630
812-853-6235

July 29, 1996

Exective  Secretary, Marine Safety Council ( G-LRA/3406  ) ( CGD 94-055 )
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW

:’ Washington, DC 20593-0001

Subject: (CGD 94-055) Request to hold public meeting

Gentlemen,

After reading the Federal Register Part V Department of Transportation Coast Guard
46 CFR Parts 10 and 15 Licensing and Manning for Officers of Towing Vessels; Proposed
Rule, I am requesting public meetings be held at some of the Coast Guard Marine Safety Offices
through out the Western Rivers, Inland, and Coastal areas. The reason for this request is most
active Mariners do not have access to the CFR nor do they know what the 46 CFR Paris 10 and
15 pertain to. Many Mariners may choose to voice comment about these proposed rules instead
of written comments. I am asking that there be adequate notice given through the weekly
Notice to Mariners reports prior to all meetings. Most mariners DO NOT READ THE FEDERAL
REGISTER. Publishing the notice in the weekly Notice to Mariners report would be the most
effective way of alerting mariners of these meetings; This would also serve as a cost effective
means of notification.

Referring to my letter to LCDR Don Darcy  dated 1 O/22/95,  it is still my contention
that the active or working mariner has had little influence in the drafting of these proposed
rule changes. The advisory committees (TSAC 8 MERPAC ) were made up of Marine Industry
Executives and Managment . This group does not represent the best interest of the working
mariner. They represent the best interest of corporations and their stockholders.

Given the major changes proposed, without having public meetings you do not give the
very people that these changes will have adverse effect on every opportunity to express their
oppostion and view points.
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CGD 94-055
Discussion of Proposed rule

!I? I agree that some changes are needed to maintain, or increase the
level of safety that our profession demands. The pilot processing

plants (schools1 do not do this. The only instruct you on how to pass
the USCG examination. They do not have any interest in whether you can
or cannot operate a vessel on the waters of the United States. The
elimination of the OUTV license will not chancre the system. There are
many competent mariners who posses this license only because their company
does not require any thinq else. Many of these same mariners Drobably
have safe navigation records. I would like to see a license difference
between harbor pilots and the line haul pilots. This license could be
an OPERATORS LIMITED. These should apply to shift tuqs or dinner bucket
style vessels. To take a individual who operates with one or two barqes
most of the time and turn him loose with 25,000 or more tons is an
accident looking for a place to happen.

You had three mariners who aoreed with the elimination of the OUTV
but they themselves have not initiated any effort in upqradinq their
own license. The first class license is only qood valid for the mileaqe
listed. You either need a MASTERS or the OUTV to pick up the rest

I also disagree with the 3000 hp clause. On lockinq rivers a vessel
that is less than 3000hp can handle the same size tows as a vessel of
greater horsepower under normal conditions. THE REVIJIW OF MARINE SAFETY
ISSUES REGARDING UNINSPECTED TOWING VESSELS. Dated 12/l/93 states that
there were 12,971 marine casualties during (1980-90). Of these accidents
7,664 were attributed to personal error. On the inland waters involving
towing vessels. 61% were caused bY vessels over 1200hp. This statement
has no merit.
barges.

The vessels under 1200hp usually handles only one or two
These vessels are usually found tending a harbor and not found

transitinq in a commericial trade. If you were settinq a scale of 1OOOhp
per barge then a vessels which tows 15 barqes on a locking would require
15,OOOhp. If anythinG, the smaller shift vessel usually has his tow over
powered.

Sincerely yours,
Richard Kern
P.O. Box 26
Triadelphia WV. 26059

Licensed: RASTER WESTERN RIVERS STEAM OR MOTOR VESSEL
# 701029 FIRST CLASS PILOT OF STEAM OR MOTOR VESSEL

OPERATOR OF UNINSPECTED TOWING VESSELS



CGD 94-055
Discussion of Proposed Rule

Horsepower as Basis of Authority

(3) I do feel that a simulator will have a positive effect. I personally
would like to use one to practice in some different locations.
A simulator would be instrumental in the teaching and the licensing
of a person wanting to get his or her OUTV for the first time.
The simulator could be set up for 25 miles of waterway of the
pilots choice. On this stretch of waterway the mariner should have
no problems. They should also have to test out on 25 miles of waterway
of the instructor choice. This would enable the instructor to
evaluate the pilots navagational skills, how to assess areas never
before seen. and what he does when problems arise. The instructor
would then have a better over all view of the pilots ability.
The simulator should be set up for both harbor (shift) boats and
line haul vessel alike. Depending on the type of license the
pilot is attempting to achieve is what they would test on.

According to your own findings there has only been a 1.6% bridge
allision rate from 1980 to 1991. The bridge being the most involved
is the Crescent Rock Bridge. The usage of a simulator could study
this and hopefully find a solution.
There is no need for check rider as termed in your report. There
are suppose to already be this type of system in affect.
Most Masters are checked out by the Port Captain or Marine Manager,.
The pilots is either checked out by the same or even evaluated by the
Master of the vessel in which he is working on........

NOTE: information supplied: NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD
Public Hearing, DCA-93-MR-007
Mobile, Alabama 12/14/93

Sincerely yours,
Richard D. Kern
P.O. BOX 26
Triadelphia, WV. 26059

Licensed: MASTER WESTERN RIVERS STEAM OR MOTOR VESSEL
# 701029 FIRST CLASS PILOT OF STEAM OR MOTOR VESSEL

OPERATOR OF UNNSPECTED TOWING VESSELS



TO: Executive Secretary. Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94-0.55)
United States Coasl  Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

SLJRJIKT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakinr  on Licensing and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ing Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing  and Manning of Towing Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts IO & 15, and since only chanws  to these regularions  are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of Ihis rulemaking. 1 further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:
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Malneport Towboats, Inc.
JJL 30 199s

Marshall Wharf, P.O.Box 126
Belfast. Maine 04915

207-336-3000
July 30, 1996

Executive Secretary
Marine Safety Council
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

In response to the notice of  proposed rulemaking
(CGD 94-055) Licensing and Manning for Officers of Towing
Vesse ls . I have some observations and comments I would like
to share.

F i r s t , are my qualif ications and background. I  have been
employed in the towing industry for the past 24 years.  I  have
been a deckhand, AB/tankerman,  barge captain, mate and captain
of vessels ranging in size from 900 HP harbor tugs to 4300 HP
ocean tugs pushing 200,000 bbl oil  barges.  For the last 7 l/2
years my partner and I have owned and directly operated 3
1800 HP ship assist/harbor tugs in mid coast Maine. My current
License is Master 1600 CT. near coastal, 3rd. Mate any gross
tons, oceans, radar observer.

My comments are as follows:

-No other  l i cense  requires  a  pract i ca l  demonstrat ion  o f  sk i l l s
for  e i ther  or ig inal  appl i cat ion  or  renewal .  I  fee l  th is  would
be excessively burdensome to the mariner and the employer,
d i f f i cul t  to  accurate ly  and adequate ly  judge  a l l  re levant
skills and much more expensive than indicated. The breakdown
of expenses does not take into account designated examiner
fees and travel  expenses or boat hire for mariner ’s  not
af f i l iated  with  an “ in-house”  program.

A better solution might be refresher training in the form of
completion of a 2-4 hour seminar which would include
discussions among the attendees regarding specif ic  problem
areas.

I f  th is  i s  to  be  required  for  towing  l i censes  i t  should  be
required  for  a l l  l i censes  for  the  s a m e  reasons .

- - -Whi le  rules  o f  the  road  re fresher  tra ining  would  be  benef i c ia l
to all  it  covers only a small  portion of  the knowledge and
s k i l l s  r e q u i r e d  t o  p e r f o r m  t h e  d u t i e s  o f  m a s t e r / m a t e .
Judgement, o r  t h e  l a c k  o f  i t ,  s e e m s  t o  b e  t h e  u n d e r l y i n g
reasons for the fact that 60% of  the casualties were caused by



human error. Inc lus ion  in  mariner ’ s  t ra in ing  o f  resource
management, adverse situational planning and psychological
factors  in f luencing  dec is ion  making would  be  benef ic ia l .
I f  a  ru les  o f  the  road  re fresher  t ra in ing  were  inst i tuted
i t  should  be  a  cho ice  o f :
1)  open book exam of SO+/- questions
2) completion of  an approved seminar of  2-4 hrs.
3)  completion of  a 2 hr. video course with questions through-

out to ensure the mariner was watching and paying attention

---I  support a special  harbor endorsement,  free of  horsepower
l i m i t a t i o n s  f o r  m a s t e r s / m a t e s  o f  t o w i n g  v e s s e l s .  T h e
flexibil ity necessary in harbor work/shipdocking assignment
of  tugs  requires  th is  and as  po inted  out  the  ski l l  l eve l  in
this type of work doesn’t change with horsepower.

-- -Approved training courses which combine formalized classroom
i n s t r u c t i o n , simulator experience and hands on practical
learning provide the broadest and deepest range of
educat ion  and establ ish  a  so l id  foundat ion  for  future
learning. They should be mandatory for all  entry level
( i . e . m a t e s , ass istant  engineers )  appl i cants  but  should
only  be  required  that  one  t i m e .

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to respond.

Sincere ly ,

Captain Duke D. Tomlin
Vice -Pres ident
Maineport Towboats, Inc.



TO: Executive Secretaty. Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100  Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593~0001

SURJKT: Mv comments on Notice ofProvosed Rulemaking  on Licensiw and Mannine for Officers of Tow-
ing Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Prooosed  Rulemaking concerning the Licensing and Mannine of Towine Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only changes to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safely Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:
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(Attach additional pages)















TO: Executive Secrctaty, Marinc Safety Council (G-LRAn406)(CGD  94.055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second  street, SW
Washington, DC 205Y3-0001

SUBJCCT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking  on Licensing and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ing Vessels.

Gentlemen.

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensine  and Mannine of TowinE Vessels.
Because  I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only chatwes  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347. I request that a public meeting be held at the “carest  Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

Signature: (Attach additional pages)
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Jewel C. Mason, Sr.
9295 Watson Drive
Denham Springs, LA 70726

July 29, 1996
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TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD 94-055)
Unites States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

SUBJECT: MY comments on Notice of Pronosed Rulemakina on Licensina and
Mannins for Office of Towina Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the pot'eg concerning the Licensingo
and Mannina of Towina Vessels. Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR
Parts 10 & 15, and since only chanaes to these regulations are cited in the
NPRW on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held
at the nearest Coast Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public
notice to all towing interests to fully exnlain and discuss all aspects of
this Rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a CODV of the Final
Rule at this address when nublished.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the
public docket about this Rulemaking:

1. I will be grandfathered into the new licensing rules. I have been
a towboat Captain (Master) for over thirty years. Yes, over my years of
experience I have seen areas where more stringent rules should be applied.

2 . It is my understanding that the accident near Mobile, Alabama, in
September 1993, which caused 47 deaths, was caused by an ethic minority
which had taken the test several times and could not pass the examination.
Upon complaints to the NAACP and his politicians, a license was issued to
this individual, although he was not qualified to steer a towboat.

3 . As long as the Coast Guard and politicians will allow a non-
qualified individual (regardless of ethic heritage) to receive a license,
accidents such as the Mobile accident will continue to happen.

4 . I do not have any specific problems with the new proposed'rules
as long as they are strictly adhered to by all individuals applying to the
Coast Guard for any type of marine license.

Jewel C. Mason, Sr.



TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (GLRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

SURJIZCT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensing and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ing Vessels.

Gentlemen,

1 have read the Notice  of Proposed Rulemaking  concerning the Licensing and Mannine of Towing  Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 1.5, and since only chances  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. 1 further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address  when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulcmaking:
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TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety  Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States  Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street. SW
Washington, DC 20503.OOOl

SUIIJIXX Mv comments on Notice of Prooosed  Rulemakine  on Licensing and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensine  and Manning of Towing Vessels.
Bccausc I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 1.5, and since only changesto  these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages  31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting he held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate  public notice to all towing interests to fully  explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address  when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:
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Signature: (Attach additional pages)
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TO: Executive Secretary. Marine Safety Council (G-LRAn406)(CGD  94-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593.0001

SLIRJCCT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensing  and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensittr  and Manning of Towine.  Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only -to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347. I request that a public meeting he held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request rhat you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:
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TO: Executive Secretary. Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States  Coasl  Guard Headquarters
2100 Second  street, SW
Washington. DC 205Y)3-0001

SURJlXT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensiw and Mannine for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice  of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing  and Manning of Towing Vessels.
Because  I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only changes to these regulations arc cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, 1 request that a public meeting be held  at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Ssfcty Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully  explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulcmaking.  I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address  when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

43. ,i-LL.J (Attach additional pages)
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AMERICAN INLAND MARINER’S ASSOCIATION
John T. Cothern

1315 Ridgeway
Suite  104-185

Memphis.  TN 39119-5318
(901) 392-3761
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‘TO: Exccutivc Secretary, Marine Safely Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  Y4-055)
United States Coasr  Guard Headquarters
2100  Second srrcec, SW
Washington. DC 20543.0001

SUB.IIXT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking  on Licensing and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read rhe Noricc  of Proposed Rulemaking  concerning the Licensing  and Manning of Towiw Vcsscls.
Because  I do nol have a copy of 46 CFR Pars 10 & 15, and since only chanws  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages  31341 through  11347,  I request that a public meeting be held at the ncnrcsc Coasl
Guard Marine Safety Office  aftcr adequate public nolice  to all towing interests to fully explain  and discuss all
aspects of this rulcmaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address  when
published.

I would also like 10 make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

Signature: (Attach addilional pages)



Chris Buras
1005 Hickory Dr.
Lake Charles, La 70611

Executive Secretary, Marine  Safety Council (0LRA/3406l(cGD  94-0551
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

Dear Sirs:

This letter is in response to the proposed ruling for licensing mariners
on unlnspected towing vessels. I have held an OUTV  license for sixteen years
and worked on towing vessels ranging from SOOhp  to 4200 hp on Western Rivers
and Inland Waterways and pushed as many as twenty loads at a time. I
currently hold a Master Inland Any Gross Ton license for which I have worked
very hard. For the past two and one half years now I have worked on Inland
Passenger Vessels. At some time in the future I expect to be back in the
towing Industry.

If I am reading this proposal correctly I would only receive a master
3000hp license lnstead of an unlimited horsepower rating because the
companies  for which I have worked (on CUIV’s)  running 3000hp vessels or larger
are now out of buslness. other companies  slmply wlll not take the time to go
back through their records as It 1s too time consuming and inconvenient.

I do not think It 1s just to keep being set back in this industry as we
so frequently are. kxery  time we turn around there are new requirements and
new fees for things that used to cost little or nothing to acquire, or new
regulations levied against the wrong parties as the result of one or two
casualties.

This ruling is aimed at the wrong party. It does not matter to a towing
company If you have a 3000hp vessel or a 1OOOOhp  vessel. They give you tows
without taking into consideration their size then expect the Master to push
them.

In order to make the waterways safer, size restrictions should be placed
on the tows with a minimum required horsepower for a given size tow. With
this in mind companies will next have to be monitored to ensure that they do
not over-rate thelr vessel’s horsepower.

As it is now with nmny carpanles the office tries to tell the Captains
what their vessels are capable of when in fact it should be the other way
around. At present a Captain has no recourse. If you insist a tow is not
safe to push, you rlsk loslng your job. In many casualties I would feel safe
in guessing that the vessels were underpowered for the tows they were pushing.



I have personally experienced  cases where I have told my employer that
the tows we were pushing and the area we were running required experienced
captalns  but inexperienced men were sent anpay. In other cases canpanies
insist that the boat be run with only one engine or some other vital machinery
In a state of dlsrepalr. The result of allowing the company to have the flnal
say over the captain in these instances was that the vessel was involved in an
accident.

I would like to point out that more casualties may result if these
policies are implemented. By making the master responslble for watches which
he is not standing fatigue becc#es a major risk factor. In addition to his
standard 12 hour watch he will have to be present on the bridge for locks,
draw bridges and traffic situations when prudent. This will allow for little
or no rest In many sltuatlons. The only way to ease thls added burden on the
master, provided these regulations are implemented, would be to require  two
mtes to operate the vessel thus enabling the master to be well rested for
those times his presence Is required in the pilothouse. The down side of this
solution is that rompanles  will not be able to pay for these extra mates
without raising rates.

It seems that the only voice that is heard in all of this is that of the
companies. No one is asking the captains and pilots, who have the most
experience running these operations, what they think could be done to prevent
future disasters. These are the people that will feel the greatest impact.
These are the people who have the most insight into what is actually going on
out there on the water. Much more consideration and investigation  is needed
before a decision is made regarding these proposals.

I would appreciate a response to thls letter as I have a vested lnterest
in the outcane of these proposals and I will continue to follow developments
as they occur.

Sincerely yours,

Capt. Chris Buras



TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (GLRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States  Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington. DC 20593-0001

SUR.II:CT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking  on Licensing  and Manning for Officers of Tow-
irw Vessels.

A - - - - - T - -

I have read the Notice  of Proposed Rulemaking  concerning the Licensing  and Manning of Towina Vessels.
Bcuuse I do not have i8 copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only chanpes  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages  31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the ncarcst  Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interesls to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this addrcss  when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this- -.

(Attach additional pages)





TO: Executive  Secretary,  Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94.055)
United States  Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 205Y3-01X~l

SUR.IIX’~: Mv commcnts  on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensing and ManninE  for Officers  ofTow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen.

I have read the Notice of Prormscd  Rulemaking concerning the Licensinl!  and Manning of Towing  Vessels.
Because I do m,r  have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only chanpes  to fhcsc  regulations arc cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, 1 request that a public meeting bc held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office  after adequate  public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule  at this address  when
published.

I would also like to make  the following personal comments to the public docket ahout  this rulemaking:
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LeBeouf Bros. Towing Co., Inc.

P.O. Box 9036
Houma.  Louisiana 70361

(504) 5946691
FAX: (504) 594-5253

August 12,1996

Executive Secretary
Marine Safety Council (G-LRN3406) [CGD 94-0551
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

RE: Notice of Proposed Rule Making
46 CFR Parts 10 & 15
Licensing and Manning for Officers of Towing Vessels; Proposed Rule

Dear Executive Secretary,

The proposed rule changing the structure of OUTV licenses has presented me with several questions

concerning operators holding Master’s (tonnage) licenses and the addition of “towing endorsements” upon

renewal.

For the questions below, assume the following:

. the operator holds a Master, Great Lakes and Inland, not more than 100 Gross Tons

. the operator has operated a 98 ton, 1000 horsepower tug on the lntracoastal  Waterway for a

minimum of four (4) years

1. Will the operator, upon his next renewal, have a “towing endorsement” (i.e. Master of Towing

Vessels, 3000 horsepower or less) added to his license?

2. Will his license read similar to: “Master, Great Lakes and Inland, not more than 100 Gross Tons

&Master of Towing Vessels, 3000 Horsepower or less?”

3. When operating towing vessels, will he still be limited by his tonnage license?



-

For the questions below, assume the following:

l the operator holds a Master, Near Coastal, not more than 500 Gross Tons

l the operator has operated a 240 ton, 1800 horsepower tug on the lntracoastal  Waterway for a

minimum of four (4) years

l the answers given to the questions above were all “YES”

. after a renewal adding the towing endorsement to his license, the operator quits his present

company and goes to work for a company that operates towing vessels offshore

1. Which license is the individual working under?

2. Can the individual work on a 350 gross ton, 3200 horsepower towing vessel offshore without

obtaining a Master of Towing Vessels Unlimited?

I would appreciate any comments concerning these questions. Some of the possible implications will have

a significant impact on our company. Thank you for your time and efforts!

Sincerely,

Rob Naquin
Safety / Personnel

2
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TO: Executive Swrrtary,  Muinc  Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  OJ-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
21(‘0 Second street, SW
V/ashington.  DC 2115Y3.0001

SUJXJJXT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed  Rulrmakinz  on Licensinl! and Mannine for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Pronosed  Rulemakint  concerning the Licensine and Mannine of Towine Vessels.
Because I do not have ;1 copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15. and since only chattees  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341  through 31347, I request that 3 public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adeqwte  public notice to all towing interests to uy explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me :! copy of the Final Rut&  at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemakinx:



S i g n a t u r e :  ,_ %4 (Attach additional pages)

/!,
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TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (G-LRAn406)(CGD  94-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-Oool

SURJKT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensing and Mannine for Officers of Tow-
ing Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing and Mannine of Towine  Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only changes to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

(Attach additional pages)



TO: Executive  Secretary, Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94.055)
United States CO:ISI Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 205Y3.0001

SURJIX~ Mv comments  on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine  on Licensing.  and Mannine for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing  and Manning of Towing Vessels.
Because  I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only chances to these regulations arc cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held  at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully explain and discuss all
aspects  of this rulem:tkin& I further requesr  that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulcmaking:

.
_T zi3-44. #z9z&w& 7%/d- ,J R W&Z e/--

(Attach additional pages)
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TO: Executive Secretary. Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/34Oh)(CGD  94.1155)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100  Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

SURJCCT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemakine on Licrnsinc  and Mannins  for Officers ofTow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemakinc concerning the Licensing and Manninr  of Towine Vessels.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 Sr 15, and since only chanees  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that 3 public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fullv explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. 1 further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

Signature: (Attach xlditional pages)
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TO: Executive Secretary,  Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94.055)
United States  Coasl  Guard Headquarters
2100 Second street, SW
Washington. DC 20591-0001

SUIIJlX1‘: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking  on Licensing and ManninK  for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice  of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing  and Manninc of Towing Vcsscls.
Because I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15, and since only changes to these regulations are circd
in the NPRM on pages  31341 through 31347. I request that a public meeting bc held  at the ncarcst  Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all rowing interests to fully  exnlain and discuss all
aspects of this rulcmaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

/ . (Attach additional pages)







TO: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (G-LRA/3406)(CGD  94-055)
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 20593-0001

SUBJECT: Mv comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking  on Licensinr  and Manning for Officers of Tow-
ine Vessels.

Gentlemen,

I have read the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning the Licensing  and Mannine of Towing Vessels.
Because  I do not have a copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15,  and since only changes  to these regulations are cited
in the NPRM on pages 31341 through 31347, I request that a public meeting be held at the nearest Coast
Guard Marine Safety Office after adequate public notice to all towing interests to fully  explain and discuss all
aspects of this rulemaking. I further request that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this address when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:
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Capt. Douglas D. Turner, OUTV License Issue #5-5
73 Dawes Lane License Serial #66269
Benton.  KY 42025 Date: August 19.1996

To: Executive Secretary, Marine Safety Council (G - LRA/3406] (CGD 94-0551
United States Coast Guard Headquarters
2100 Second Street, SW
Washington, DC 205930001

Subject: Comments on Notice of Proposed  Rulemakinq  on Licensina  and Mannino for
Dfficers  of Towing Vessels.

Dear Sirs,

I have read the Notice of Prooosed  Rulemaking concerning the Licansina and Manning
of Towino Vessels. I request that a public meeting be held at the Paducah Coast Guard
Marine Safety Office, and that adequate notification to all the area towing interests be made.
in order to discuss and fully  explain all aspects of this rulemaking. I also request that you
mail a copy of the Final Rule to me at this address when it is published.

In addition. I would like to add my views to the public docket concerning this rulemaking
procedure. I believe that the horsepower restriction should be dropped from the proposed
rules for licensing reguaftion. The amount of horsepower of a motor vessel should not be
the determining factor of the license an operator receives. Big is not necessarily better, or
safer. The truth is that operators of smaller horsepower vessels must have a greater skill
level: they must be able to think faster, plan their manuevers further ahead, and have a better
understanding of the dynamics of the job they are doing because their vessel has less horse-
power capability compared to a larger, more powerful vessel with the same amount of
tonnage in tow. Therefore, I, es a pilot with 22 years experience in the wheelhouse, feel that
it takes just es much skill to operate a vessel with 1.600 hp as it does a vessel with 3,000 hp
or more.

Concerning the proposed rule requirement for renewal of licenses involving either a
simulator or a check-ride with a designated examiner, I feel that this is an unnecessary
expense, a waste of hard-earned money. I think that taking a refresher course, which would
update pilots on the rules of the road and the changing regulations, would enhance the safety
awareness of motor vessel operators.

(502]898-3233
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TO: Executive Secretary,  Marine Safery Council (G-LRWWX)(CGD W-055)
United Stdtrs Coast Guard Headquarters
21(x)  Second  Smxl,  SW
Washington. DC 205Y3-WI11

SUIIJECT: Mv wmmrnts  on Notice of Prooosed  Rulemakina  on Licensing  and Mannine for Officers ofTow-
in< Vessels.

I have read the Notice of Pronosed  Rulemaking concerning the Licensine  and Mannine of Towine Vessels.
Bcwusr I do nol have il copy of 46 CFR Parts 10 & 15,  and since only chances  to these regulalions  are cited
in the NPRM un pages 31341 through 31347. 1 request that a public meeting be held at the nearest CoasI
Guard M;lrinc Salrly Office after  adequate public notice to all towing interests to fullv  exrdain and discuss all
aspects of this rulcmaking. I further request  that you mail me a copy of the Final Rule at this adUress  when
published.

I would also like to make the following personal comments to the public docket about this rulemaking:

1. This rule operates to defeat previously publicly stated Co&t Guard goals
of increasing professional mariner lateral mobility between trades to the
detriment of thenational rreaee~ ~PW harriers
for merchant mariners to cross over to a. more viable trade activity when economic

smaller and less flexible, less able to respond to either changing economic
VI ua.

2. This rule creates new erainine expenses for the mothate
prohibitively expensive. The mariner was NOT CONSULTEDDURING THE FORMATION
"P T"TS PPnPrlcbT

3. As written this proposal will force many towboat personnel who have become
I lJ-L=ULL  Ul -L bI VLlt

management or administration ashore out of the license system, again reducing the
work torte, reducing tlexibility and respmse and driving up wages and freight
r a t e s .

4. This rule ignores the custom of "posting up" on a particular route already
f-ml hv BhIe rarrier Tf rha nnr+ioo v-v- CO hornmo

the mariner and our national defense posture.

are needed reforms, but licensed masters of inspected vessels should not
automatIcally lose all T%fJ authority, most have at least some TBO experience
but may not have what isrequired to carry over the endorse&nt as ~rmose~. the
industry thus loses a viable pool of quickly trainable mariners who have another

needed is adequate "posting". Inspected vessel masters should continue to be

Sign&@.orsed as TBOs subject to an expressed "pogP;i&m~i@b)


